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witnesses from testifying at trial; whether defendant’s due process right to fair
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state failed to prove beyond reasonable doubt that defendant intended to prevent
liberation of victims beyond that which was incidental to and necessary to commit
larceny and that he used or threatened to use physical force or intimidation to
restrain his victims; claim that trial court violated defendant’s constitutional
right to due process and abused its discretion by denying his requests to remove
his leg shackles at trial.

State v. Prudhomme. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 176
Assault in first degree; cruelty to persons; tampering with physical evidence; whether

reasonable possibility existed that trial court’s instruction on adequacy of police
investigation misled jury by failing to inform jury of defendant’s right to have
it consider inadequacy of police investigation in evaluating whether state proved
his guilt beyond reasonable doubt; whether instructional error prejudiced defend-
ant and was harmless beyond reasonable doubt; whether trial court violated
defendant’s rights to confront witnesses against him when it admitted into evi-
dence police disciplinary report; whether police disciplinary report was admissi-
ble under business records exception (§ 52-180) to rule against hearsay.

Sulieman v. Horowitz (Memorandum Decision) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 903
Taber v. Taber . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 331

Dissolution of marriage; child custody and visitation; subject matter jurisdiction;
whether appeal from order modifying custody was moot; whether trial court
abused its discretion in ordering the defendant to pay arrearage of guardian ad
litem fees.

Taylor v. Pollner . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 340
Adverse possession; quiet title; motion for order; attorney’s fees; whether trial court

abused its discretion in awarding monetary sanctions to compensate defendant
for attorney’s fees; whether award of attorney’s fees were excessive, unreasonable,
and clearly erroneous.

Trahan v. Cochran (Memorandum Decision) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 904
U.S. Bank Trust, N.A. v. Black (Memorandum Decision). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 903
Village Mortgage Co. v. Garbus (Memorandum Decision) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 902
Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. v. Uznanska (Memorandum Decision) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 902
Wooden v. Perez. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 303

Adverse possession; standing; subject matter jurisdiction; motion to dismiss;
whether administrator of decedent’s estate had standing to pursue adverse posses-
sion claim with respect to certain real property owned by decedent at time of
his death; whether trial court correctly determined that administrator of estate
lacked standing because decedent’s will devised property to trust.


